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N HOUGH I could not avoid look - 
ing upon the treatment I received, from 
the General Synod, to be highly in- 
jurious, yet I ſhould not perhaps have 
l thus publickly appealed to the Judg- 
ment of the World, had not many 
falſe repreſentations of the Proceed- 
ings of that Aſſembly, relating to my Scruples, made it 
neceſſary. To undeceive the W orld, and to remove ſuch | 
impreſſions as have been made by wrong accounts of 
thar Mattery the following Narrative is publiſhed ; In 
which, I am perſuaded, there is nothing contain'd bur 
real facts, nor any thing of importance omitted. As I 
had, in drawing it up, the ſtricteſt regard ro Truth, 
was unwilling wholly to depend upon my own Memo- 
ry, and have therefore taken care to inform myſelf by 
others who attended the Synod, that I might be the 
more able to give a juſt account of what was there tranſ- 
E acted. The obſervations I have made upon their pro- 
= A-4 t 
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ceedings are ſuch as naturally ariſe from an impartial 
conſideration of them. If I have any where miſtaken 
their Views, I hope I ſhall be forgiven; it was their 
Conduct deceived me, Tho! I have not perhaps always 
uſed the ſame Phraſes, by which particular Members of 
the Synod choſe to expreſs themſelves ; I have no where, 
I am perſuaded, departed from their Senſe, 
Berore I enter upon the Narrative I think it ne- 
ceſſary to obſerve, that about two Years ago I received 
a Call, recommended by the Presbytery of Armagh, 
from that part of the Congregation of Morne which 
continued under their care . Having paſſed the uſual 
parts of Trial for Ordination, I was called upon to 
ſubſcribe the MWeſtminſter Confeſſion of Faith; which 1 
refuſed to do, until ſome Paſſages of that Book, hereaf- 
ter mentioned, ſhou'd be explained to me. As this was 
not done to my Satisfaction, I could not conſcientiouſ- 
ly Subſcribe z the Presbytery therefore let me know, 
they could not, agreeably to Synodical Rules, proceed 
farther : for it ſeems they, that is the Majority of them, 
thought themſelves obliged, by an Act made in that 
Caſc, to refer the conſideration of that Matter to the 
Synod. But tho' this Act determined them to ſtop 
Proceedings, yet they did not think proper to regard 
that Part of it, by which they were obliged to tranſ- 
mit my Scruples to the ſeveral Presbyteries, which con- 
ſtirute the Synod; in order to their being conſidered 
by them, at their next general meeting. For which 
Reaſon, the following Synod which met at Antrim, 


5 


—— 


* It muſt here be obſerved that ſome Years ago the Congrega- 
tion of Morne divided into two Parties; one of which continued 
under the Care of the Presbytery of Armagh, and is called, by 
| ſome, the regular Party: The other, followed as their Minſter, ' 
a man whoſe immoral Conduct diſqualified him for being Member 
of any Chriſtian Society; this is ſometimes diſtinguiſhed by the 


name of the irregular Party. 
| Tune 


: TY. 


8 June — 1738, refuſed to take them under their conſi- 
deration. They then allo made a new Act, obliging 
me to give into the Presbytery not only my Scruples, 
but allo the Reaſons of them, in order to their being 
tranſmitted which was accordingly done, 

> THe next Synod which gave occaſion to this Paper 
31 alſo attended. Commiſſioners appear'd from the re- 
gular Part of Morne Congregation, ſupplicating for 
my ſpeedy Ordination. It was then moved that my 
Scruples ſhould be taken under conſideration. To this 
it was objected that there. were Commiſſioners alſo from 
the other part of that Congregation, and therefore it 
Was neceſſary that they ſhould firſt be heard. Their 
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was then propoſed that an attempt ſhou'd be made to 
unite the two Parties; to which it was added that the 
4 Synod ought not to embroil themſelves with a Conſide- 
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gration of my Scruples. How unworthy this latter Mo- 
it tion was of a Chriſtian Miniſter, and how inconſiſtent 
with that regard which ſuch men ought io have for 
Truth, let the impartial World judge. It muſt be 
owned it was the Synod's duty to attempt uniting the 
givided Congregation of Morne; let it alſo be ſuppoſed 
1 feaſonable that the regular part of that Congregation 


N. 


afterwards declared, that I did; and that my Reaſons 
Fontained ſuch; No, it appeared to be the opinion of 
Tome, that rather than embroil the Synod I mult continue 
Indeceived. But why ſhou'd they have embroil'd them- 
_ elves? Why ſhou'd they have given way to indecent 
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Paſſion, or Il|-nature, without which they could not 
have been embroil'd? Could they not calmly have con- 
ſidered my Scruples, and, apteeably to the Apoſtle's ad- 
vice, have given me what information they were ca- 
pable, in the Spirit of Meekneſs? And if any of them 
were apprehenſive of the prevalence of a different Spirit 


in themſelves, as no doubt ſome of them had reaſon, - | 
did it not become them to endeavour the ſuppreſſion of 


it, or to refer the diſcuſſing the ſcrupled Doctrines to 
others who had more of the chriſtian temper, rather 
than move, that the Synod ſhould deny, me their good 
offices; becauſe they apprehended thgre own conduct 
would be faulty? = 

Tre above Motion, however, for uniting at that 
time the Congregation of Morne, was not, for the fol- 
lowing reaſons, complied with; and conſequently the 


latter, for not examining my Scruples, was rejected of 
courſe. The Commiſſioners from the regular part of 


the Congregation alledged, that tho? the other Party 
might then appear diſpoſed to an Union, yet they could 


not depend upon them. The differences ſubſiſting be- 
tween them had been almoſt accommodated fometime © 
before, and a proſpect of a happy Union appeard. To 
accompliſh which They, rhe regular Party, had made 
conſiderable condeſcenſions, and yet in a few days all their 
hopes were fruſtrated, by theOthers returning to their for- 
mer irregular courſe, Tho” therefore they then alſo ſeemd 
willing to unite, they had no aſſurance that they would 
not act the ſame part over again. To this it was added 


by a Member of the Synod, that, according to the Diſ- 


Cipline of that Church, the irregular Party ought not 
to be taken under their care, until they had firſt acknow- 
ledged their offence. They had in contempr of the 
Presbytery, under whoſe direction they were, and con- 
trary to their earneſt advice, withdrawn from their care, 
and followed as their Paſtor a Man of an immoral Cha- 
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racter; and therefore, before they were again receiv'd 
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f Wbereas the other Party had always continued under their 
direction, notwithſtanding many diſcouragements they 
had been thereby laid under; And therefore not to pro- 
n ceed, as far as the Synod conſiſtently cou'd, to grant 
ir _their Supplication, would be giving them ſuch treatment 
„as They did not deferve. Upon this it was agreed that 
'F my Scruples, with the Reaſons of them, which are here 
o = inſerted, ſhou'd be taken under Conſideration, 

4 Scruples againſt ſubſcribing the Weſtminſter Confeſſion 
& of Faith with the Reaſons of them, 

r The firſt Scruple is founded upon Chap, xxth, Pa- 
1. ragraph 4th. And for their publiſhing of ſuch opi- 
* Punions gs are contrary to the Light of Nature, or 
or © to the known Principles of Chriſtianity they may 
or © lawfully be called to account, and proceeded againſt 
ty hy the power of the Civil Magiſtrate”. And 
BA - alſo upon Chap, xxiii. Paragraph 3d. The Civil 
. a. Magiſtrate —— hath authority, and ir is his duty to 
ne © take order that Unity—be preſerved in the Church, 
ro © that—all corruptions and abuſes in Worſhip and Diſ- 
Je c“ cipline be prevented, or reformed, and all the Ordi- 
ir nances of Gop duly ſettled, adminiſtred, and obſerved ; 
2 „ for the better effecting whereof, he hath power to 
„dg © call Synods, to be preſent at them, and to provide 
11g _ ©* Fhat whatſoever is tranſacted in them be according to 
iq © The mind of Gop,” Theſe I could not ſubſcribe for 
511 the following Reaſons. e rr non TS 
ot ff. lr the preſervation and advancement of mens civil 
w. © Intereſts is the ſole end of Civil Society, and if the ſole 
the end of Civil Magiſtracy is the preſervation and ſupport 
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1% by them, they ought to make proper Submiſſions. 


- of that Society, then the End of Society mult be the 
End of Magiſtracy; nor can this extend any farther 
than the civil intereſts of the other, Magiſtrates there- 
fore, as ſuch haye no concern with matters purely reli- 

| glous. 
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gious. Their power they receive from the Society on- 8 ; 


ly; but no Member of a Society can alienate his religi- 
ous rights, becauſe Religion is ſtrictly a perſonal thing 
no Magiſtrate therefore can have any authority to judge 


for others in Religion, nor to punith for opinions pure- N. 


ly ſuch. 


20. Ir Chriſt's kingdom is of a ſpiritual nature, and 


if it is not to be ſupported, or advanced, in the fame 


manner that the kingdoms of this world are, then we 


may jultly infer that temporal puniſhments inflicted by 
the Civil Magiſtrate are not e to enforce the Laws 
of his Kingdom. 


3). Ir Chriſt is ſole King in his ſpiritual King- 1 


dom, he alone has a right to make Laws for all his Sub- 
jects, and to him alone his Subjects are accountable. The 
conſequence of which is, that he only has a right to pus 
iſh them for Errors in Religion. If they ate account- 
able to the Civil Magiſtrate for their Religious Senti- 
ments, and may be proceeded againſt by him, then 
Chriſt is not ſole King. 

40. Ir the Magiſtrate has authority to ſuppreſs Ee: 
ror, he has alſo a right to uſe ſuch force as may be ſuf- 
ficient for that End. If then a lower degree of puniſh- 
ment will not enlighten the erroneous perſon's Under- 
| ſtanding, or his Conſcience will not allow him to recede 
from his Error, a higher degree mult be uſed; and if 
he ſtill perſiſts in this opinion, the higheſt mult be in- 
flicted, tho' it ſhould reach to the taking away his life. 

Suppoſe this Error to be in the loweſt Claſs of hurtful 
opinions, he mult be treated in this manner, that 1s, 
with the ſame ſeverity, that he is who maintains the 
molt pernicious and Heretical Principles. From whence 
the exorbitancy and unreaſonableneſs of all ſuch Power 
in Magiſtrates appears. 


ſly, It will be allowed, I preſume, that eyery Man 1 


has a right to private judgment in matters of Religion. 
Is it not then reaſonable hence to conclude, that the 
Magiſtrate 
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agiſtrate has no right to puniſh men for their opini- 


pns which don't affect the State? If the Magiſtrate may 


uniſh, he muſt be allowed alſo to judge; for a power 


to puniſh without a liberty of judging what he is to pu- 
"iſh, is a power to do he knows not what; that is, no 
power at all. But if he has a right to judge for others, 
"they have no right to judge for themſelves ; a power 
"Therefore in Magiſtrates to puniſh for opinions purely 
geligious, is deſtructive of our rights as Men, and is con- 


quently unreaſonable, 


1 69, To puniſh men for following the Dictates of 


their Conſciences, where Civil Society is not injured 


Ath. 
L tian Religion, be ſaved in any other way whatſoever, 
he they never ſo diligent to frame their Lives accord- 
| I i ing to the Light of Nature, and the Law of that 
Religion they do profeſs „bis Doctrine I could 

not ſubſcribe for the following Reaſons. 


thereby, is contrary to the Genius of the Goſpel, which 
breaths nothing but Meekneſs and Gentleneſs. It was 


not propagated by any other force at firſt than that of 
ray and argument; nor did ever Chriſt give any 
irection that it thould in atter ages, when the powers 


of this World ſhould glue Subjection to his 


ingdom. 


3 Laſily, GRANTING a power to the Civil Magiſtrate 


to uſe force in matters of Religion, tends to expole true 
© Chriſtians to continual Violences. For as every Deno- 
mination of Chriſtians think themſelves to be the Or- 
Whodox, the Magiſtrate of each Party muſt think him- 
elf obliged to perſecute and deſtroy all who differ from 
him. By which means the World wou'd become a 
Theatre of Blood and Confuſion, and not the greateſt 
WHeretick, but the weakeſt Party, tho” the beſt Chriſti- 


ans perhaps, wou'd ſuffer molt. 


THe Second Scruple is founded upon Chap. xth Par. 
Much leſs can men, not profeſſing the Chri- 
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gious. Their power they receive from the Society on- 
ly ; but no Member of a Society can alienate his religi- 
ous rights, becauſe Religion is ſtrictly a perſonal thing 
no Mayiltrate therefore can have any authority to judge 

for others in Religion, nor to puniſh for opinions pure- 
ly ſuch. 

: 20. Ir Chriſt's kingdom is of a ſpiritual nature, and 
if it is not to be ſupported, or advanced, in the fame 


manner that the kingdoms of this world are, then we 


may juſtly infer that temporal puniſhments inflicted by 


the Civil Magiſtrate are not proper to enforce the Laws - 


of his Kingdom. 


3). Ir Chriſt is ſole King in his ſpiritual King- 


dom, he alone has a right to make Laws 1 all his Sub- 


jects, and to him alone his Subjects are accountable. The 


conſequence of which is, cli he only has a right to pu 
iſh them for Errors in Religion. If they are account- 
able to the Civil Magiſtrate for their Religious Senti- 
ments, and may be proceeded againſt by him, then 
CU hriſt is not ſole King.” 


40. Ir the Magiſtrate has authority to ſuppreſs Ee: 1 


Tor, he has alſo a right to uſe ſuch force as may be ſuf- 
ficient for that End. If then a lower degree of puniſh- 


ment will not enlighten the erroneous perſon's Under- 


ſtanding, or his Conſcience will not allow him to recede 
from his Error, a higher degree muſt be uſed; and if 
he {till perſiſts in this opinion, the higheſt mult be in- 
flicted, tho' it ſhould reach to the taking away his life. 
Suppoſe this Error to be in the loweſt Claſs of hurtful 
opinions, he muſt be treated in this manner, that is, 
with the ſame ſeverity, that he is who maintains the 
moſt pernicious and Heretical Principles. From whence 
the exorbitancy and unreaſonableneſs of all ſuch power 
in Magiſtrates appears. 


5h LT will be allowed, I preſume, that eyery Man 


has a right to private judgment i in matters of Religion. 
Is it not then realonable hence to conclude, that the 
Magiſtrate 


oO 

Magiſtrate has no right to puniſh men for their opini- 
ons which don't affect the State? If the Magiſtrate may 
puniſh, he mult be allowed alſo to judge; for a power 


to puniſh without a liberty of judging what he is to pu- 


niſh, is a power to do he knows not what; that is, no 


y power at all. But if he has a right to judge for others, 
they have no right to judge for themſelves ; a power 


therefore in Magiſtrates to puniſh for opinions purely 
religious, is deſtructive of our rights as Men, and is con- 
ſequently unreaſonable, ED 

609%, To puniſh men for following the Dictates of 
their Conſciences, where Civil Socicty is not injured 
thereby, is contrary to the Genius of the Goſpel, which 
breaths nothing but Meekneſs and Gentleneſs. It was 


not propagated by any other force at firſt than that of 


perſuaſion and argument; nor did ever Chriſt give any 
Direction that it thould in atter ages, when the powers 
of this World ſhould acknowledge Subjection to his 
Kingdom. . „ op ono Yate 
Laſily, GranTixG a power to the Civil Magiſtrate 
to ule force in matters of Religion, tends to expole true 
Chriſtians to continual Violences. For as every Deno- 
mination of Chriſtians think themſelves to be the Or- 


? thodox, the Magiſtrate of each Party muſt think him- 
ſelf obliged to perſecute and deſtroy all who differ from 


him. By which means the World wou'd become a 
Theatre of Blood and Confuſion, and not the greateſt 
Heretick, but the weakeſt Party, tho' the beſt Chriſti- 
ans perhaps, wou'd ſuffer moſt. | 

Tux Second Scruple is founded upon Chap. xth Par. 
4th. „ Much leſs can men, not profeſſing the Chri- 
&« {tian Religion, be ſaved in any other way whatſoever, 


c he they never lo diligent to frame their Lives accord» ' 


ing to the Light of Nature, and the Law of that 
Religion they do profeſs.” This Doctrine I could 
not ſubſcribe for the following Reaſons. 


B ½. Bork 
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1. Bory Reaſon and Revelation repreſent Gop to 


us as a good and holy Being, who is pleaſed with the 
real and ſincere endeavours of his Creatures to know his 
Will, and to live agreeably to that knowledge when ac- 
quired; but a Heathen is allowed thus to behave. Who 
therefore can affirm that he may not, thro' Jeſus Chriſt, 
become the object of divine liking and approbation. 
2/3, THe Deity is repreſented as requiring no more 


of men than a proportionable improvement ot their Ta- 


lents, but a Heathen, ſuppoſed to uſe all poſſible dili- 


gence to frame his Life according to the Light of Na- 


ture, the only Law he has to walk by, makes the beſt 
uſe of his Talents. Will any thing more therefore be 


required of him? If he be damned, it is not becauſe he 


has not improved his Talents, but becauſe he has not 


thoſe advantages he never had an opportunity of having. 


But Gop is not a ſevere or cruel Lawgiver, requiring o- 
bedience from his Subjects to whom his Laws have not 
been promulgated. | 


31y, Tur Apoſtle aſſures us * that not the hearers but 


the doers of the Law ſhall be juſtified z and again, that the 
work of the Law is written upon the hearts of the Gentiles 
or Heathens. If then the Law be diſcoverable by them, 


and they uſe all poſſible diligence to frame their Lives 
according to it, are they not doers of the Law in the 


{ame ſenſe that Chriſtians are ſaid to be ſuch, and may 
they not be juſtified ? „ 
450, Is not conſigning over to eternal miſery any par- 


ticular Perſon or Set of men, pointed out, inconſiſtent 


with Chriſtian Charity? And is it not alſo ſetting our- 


ſelves up as Judges of them in his place, to whom alone 
judgment does belong? 


TAE Third Scruple is founded on Chap. xvith, Par. 


7th, Works done by unregenerate men — are ſinful 


* 


* Rom, ii, 13, 14, and 15 Verſes, ſee ver. 26. alſo. 
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to c and cannot pleaſe God, or make a man meet to re- 
he «s ceive Grace from God, And yet their neglect of 
his ( them is more ſinful and diſpleaſing unto God.” There ; 
tit s aſſerted that unregenerate men cannot perform any a 
ho action pleaſing to the Deity. If they act they ſin, and 5 
[t, > if they forbear to act, in ſome caſes, they fin worſe. 
' -» The following conſiderations engaged ine to refuſe the 
re > Subſcription of this Doctrine. TELE 
a- i 1 obſerve that our inward Frame is a complex one, 
li- made up not only of a Moral Principle, but alſo of va- 
+= > rious Affections and Paſſions; which, in a right Con- 
ll ſtitution, are ſubject to this Principle, as to the Gra- 
De tiflcation of them. He therefore is a good and virtuous 
Ne man, who in the main guards againſt the gratification 
of his Affections and Paſſions z when he cannot have 
8 > the approbation of the Moral Principle: And the con- 
2 2 trrary conduct conſtitutes the character of a vicious and 
ot >: immoral man, But may not an unregenerate man, tho 
in the main he gratifies his Paſſions without regard to 
the governing Principle, at ſome time exerciſe good Af- 
ve fections, and perform actions with the approbation of 
that Principle? certainly he may. And can theſe then 
be called ſinful? If they be, for what reaſon are they 
ſeo called? Becauſe, ſays the Confeſſion, “they do not 
e * © proceed from an heart purified by Faith.” This it 
muſt be owned is neceſſary to denominate a perſon good 
in the main, but not every particular action: for if it 
4 proceed from kind and ſocial Affections, if theſe are 
good, ſo muſt the action allo. Bur “ it is not done 
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# according to the Word.” If it be perfectly agreeable 
C to the Moral Frame, it muſt be agreeable to che Word 
3 too. Bur “ it is not done to a right End the Glory of 
n « God.“ And can we have this in view in every aCti- 
l on of our lives? The bare abſence of this End can e- 


vidence no Evil, otherwiſe it would be a crime not to 
have it always in view. But how could we then think 
of any thing elſe ; ſince no finite mind can retain a mul- 
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tiplicity of obĩects, nor always any one object? And 
if the bare abſence of this Idea be not evil, the pre- 
ſence of kind Affections to our Fellow Creatures cannot 
be evil, but muſt be good. But further, if there be 
nothing in an action not proceeding from a right Princi- 
ple, and not done with a right view, which can render 
it approv'd by the Deity, then it muſt be abſolutely con- 
demned by him. Why then is the neglect of it more 
highly diſapprov'd, or why is the doing of it, fo cir- 


cumſtanced, leſs diſpleaſing than the neglect of it? Be- 
cauſe perhaps, “ tor the matter of it, it is thing which 


« God commands;” bur it is not done becauſe he com- 
mands it, otherwiſe it would be done to a right End. But 


it is of good uſe to themſelves and others, therefore it 
is leſs diſpleaſing to God. If then the good effects of 
actions take away any degree of his diſapprobation, an 
action intended to produce a high degree of Evil, if it, 
contrary to the intention of the Agent, produces a con- 


ſiderable Good, it is leſs diſpleaſing to the Deity than an 


action intended to produce Good, but actually produces 


Evil. 
Tur Fourth Scruple is founded on Chap. i. Par. 10. 


« The ſupreme Judge, by which all Controverſies of 
6 Religion are to be determined—and in whoſe Sen- 
© tence we are to reſt, can be no other but the holy Spi- 

% rit ſpeaking in the Scripture,” And Chap. xxth, Par. 


2d. © Gop alone is Lord of the Conſcience,” 281 Alſo 


Chap. xxv. Par. 6. © There is no other Head of the 
60 Church but the Lord Jeſus Chriſt,” Compared with 


Chap. xxxi. Par. 3. It belongeth to Synods and 


« Councils miniſterially to determine Controverſies of 


% Faith, and Caſes of Confcience—which are to be re- 


6 ond with Reverence and Submiſſion; not only 


0 


** 


for their Agreement with the word, but allo for the 
e power whereby they are made.“ 


Ir Synods or Councils may determine Controverſies 


of Faith, and Cafes of Conſcience, and enforce theſe 
| Determinations 
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Determinations under the Penalties of non- communion, 
and Puniſhments inflicted by their Civil Magiſtrate, is 
not this uſurping eccleſiaſtical Supremacy, and lording 
it over the Conſcience? How then are theſe Paſſages 
reconcileable? For theſe Reaſons I could not conſcien- 
tiouſly ſubſcribe the above mentioned Doctrines of the 
Conlon... 
— THxsx Scruples and Reaſons being publickly read, I 
was asked by the Synod, Whether they were the ge- 
nuine ones given in to the Presbytery of Armagh, and 
whether I adher'd to them? To which I reply'd in the 
following manner. Before I give an Anſwer to the 
&« Queſtion now asked, I beg leave to requeſt that the 
« Synod, ſeeing they are pleas'd to enter upon a diſcuſſi- 
on of the ſcrupled Doctrines, will allow me to offer 
ce ſuch arguments as may appear to me fit to illuſtrate 
« any Point which may come under Conſideration. 
“They ſhall be given in ſuch a manner as will afford no 
&« juſt cauſe of offence. At the ſame time I expect to 
<< be treated with decency and good manners. I allo 


„ humbly hope the Synod will favourably aſcribe my 


&« {crupling the ſubſcription of thoſe paſſages in the 
“ Confeſſion, which have been now read, to a ſincere 
ce regard to the integrity of my Conſcience. It was 
6 from this Principle I at firſt propoſed Scruples, and - 
© not from any Party views or attachments; and I. 
« now come unprejudiced, and willing to receive every 
&« Doctrine contained in the Confeſſion, when it comes 
c recommended with the evidence of Truth. I am con- 


* cern'd I have reaſon to complain of having been baſely 


ce milrepreſented as the Tool of a Party, as a perſon who 
c a&ed not from any regard to Truth, or the dictates. _ 
« of Conſcience. It is a moſt injurious and groundleſs 
« Reflection. I wou'd have this Synod know, I ſpeak 
it not out of Contempt of them, 1 would think 
&« it beneath me to become Tool to any Member of 


S of the Synod, any Party in it, or the whole Synod 


« taken - 


. 1 1 | 
& taken together, If there be any preſent who are 
&« conſcious of having repreſented me as ſuch, I hope 
ce they will condeſcend to give their reaſons for it (they 
te ſhall be excuſed upon the leaſt appearance of reaſon) 
& otherwiſe let the world look upon ſuch as Defamers.” 


A RR. 


To this no man reply'd, tho' there were many preſent 
who had made ſuch a repreſentation of me; and I cou'd, 
as I afterwards propoſed, if it was inſiſted upon, have 
pointed out ſome of them. I then acknowledged that 
the ſcrupled paſſages, and Reaſons read, were the genuine 
ones given to the Presbytery, and that I reſolved to ad- 
here to them, until I ſaw reaſon to alter my opinion. 
THE Synod having receiv'd this anſwer, it was 
moved that they ſhould enter upon an examination 
of my Scruples, and endeavour to convince me that 
there was no foundation for them. Hereupon a 
Member deſired that the ſeveral Presbyteries might 


be asked, if any thing had been written by them with 


that view. Enquiry being made, one of Tyrone Pres- 
| bytery produced a Paper, which he ſeem'd to conſi- 
der as a ſufficient defence of the Confeſſion, but would 
JJ;ͤ;w 5 
T xIs Paper was publickly read, but did not at all en- 


lighten my Underſtanding, as to the doctrines ſcrupled 
by me; nor can I be perſuaded it was deſigned for that 


purpoſe. It contain'd Remarks upon a late Pamphlet, 
entituled, A Serious Addreſs to the Church of Scotland, 
and diſcovered the Author's skill in refuting ſome ſup- 


poſed Principles of the greateſt Heathen Philoſophers, 


which neither they maintained, nor I defended, But be- 
ſides theſe, it was filled with moſt bitter inſinuations, 
and almoſt in every Page a new charge of Hereſy was 
advanced againſt me. I therefofe thought myſelf oblig- 


ed to make ſome remarks upon it. In order to which 


TI apply'd in the following manner for the peruſal of it. 


„% That Gentleman has had a conſiderable time to 


« draw up that Paper in anſwer to my Reaſons, which 


have 


4 
cc have been at leaſt five or ſix months under his con- 
ce ſideration. I beg the peruſal of it for twenty four 
ce hours only, and do undertake then to give an Anſwer 
ce to it, Nay leaſt that ſhould detain the Synod too 
& long, let it be granted me till to morrow at ten” (it 


was then evening) and you ſhall have my remarks.” 


To this rhe Gentleman reply'd that I might have a Co- 
Py, bur the Original he would not part with. As his 


Paper was long, it could not be tranſcribed in a ſhorr 


time. I theretore made it my requeſt that it might a- 
gain be read Paragraph by Paragraph, and I wou'd with- 
out further deliberation give them my Remarks upon it. 
But even this moſt reaſonable demand was refuſed, 
Tis one part of the Synod's, that is the high par- 
ty's Conduct, is ſufficient to diſcover to every unpre- 


judiced conſiderer what their views were. Ir appears 


they had no Intention to remove my Scruples in a Chriſ- 
tian manner, or to ſupport what ſhou'd, upon ſtrict en- 


quiry, appear to be truth. No; truth, it was taken for 
granted, was contained in every Article of the Confeſ- 


ſion, and a Paper, which was neither honour nor Sup- 
port to it, read to prejudice (as appeared) the hearers a- 
gainſt me for daring to call it in queſtion. But allow 
that that Paper contained ſome reaſoning in it, yet if 
that reaſoning did not appear te me concluſive, while 
my Exceptions to it remain'd, my Scruples againſt the 
Doctrines, it was brought to ſupport, mult alſo remain. 


Had it then been the Managers intention to convince 


my Judgment, how could they have conſiſtently deny'd 
me a fair Opportunity of propoſing my objections to the 
Paper. Nay would they not rather have enabled me to 
put them in the molt advantageous light, that they 
might have had the better opportunity of removing them 
to my conviction? It is true I was not afterwards de- 
ny'd the liberty of making ſuch remarks as occured up- 
on hearing it once read: but as it was long, and con- 
fuſedly written, and nothing in it afterwards illuſtrated, 

Mt 
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it was not eaſy to ſee the ſtrength of the reaſoning, if it 


had any, or to retain any conſiderable part of it. Had 
the Synod declared, as it was inſiſted they ought for their 
own honour, that they did not reſt the defence of the 
Confeſſion upon that Paper, had this been done, and a- 
ny thing ſtronger offered, I wou'd then have thought 
myſelf obliged to judge more favourably of their inten- 


tions. But as there was not any one Argument advanc- 
ed but what the Paper contained, it clearly appeared, 
from their refuſing me the peruſal of it, and even that 


it ſnould again be read for my further information, that 
they had no deſign to remove my Scruples, but rather 
to expoſe me to the Contempt of that Aſſembly. 

Dip the High Party herein act as men who regarded 
our Saviour's moſt excellent Precept T What ſhever ye 
would that Men ſhould do to you, do ye even ſo to them, At 
the preceeding meeting of the Synod they would not 
enter upon the Diſcuſſion of the Doctrines ſcrupled by 


me, becauſe an account of them had not been tranſmit- 


ted to the ſeveral Presbyteries, . That all might have 
their deliberate thoughts of them.” Tho' the Book 
I refuſed to ſubſcribe, contains only, as they ſay, the im- 
portant Doctrines of Chriſtianity, which Doctrines, they 
are, or ought to be, in the courſe of their Miniſtry, 


employ'd in inculcating upon their peoples minds, and 


enforcing with the ſtrongeſt arguments, yet even the 


defence of theſe they would not undertake, until I ſhou'd, 
a conſiderable time before their meeting, not only let 


them know which of them I ſcrupled, but alſo give 
them my reaſons for ſo doing. This they thought ne- 
ceſſary for their information, and yet they deny'd me the 
benefit of hearing their defence a ſecond time read. 
Having thus diſcover'd their partiality, and unwil- 
lingneſs more particularly to examine the ſcrupled Doc- 


» — 


— ow * 


+ Matth. 7. 12, 


trines 


n 


trines, they thought proper to appoint a Select Com- 
mittee to converſe with me, that the matter, as was ſaid, 


might be prepared for the Synod's determination. 
Ir muſt be owned this was no impolitick Scheme. 


They firſt had a paper read, which was written with 


a very unchriſtian Spirit, and filled with almoſt ever 
hard name which Party- -zeal could ſuggeſt, ſuch as Pa- 
pitt, Socinian, Quaker and ſeveral others as obnoxious. 


1 This Paper paſſed as a ſufficient anſwer, with ſome, to 
the reaſons of my Scruples, and was well calculated to 


prejudice the injudicious heaters among the People, 


and ſome of the weaker Brethren, againſt me and my 


Principles. And then, leaſt any of the ill impreſſions 
made by it ſhou'd be removed, or the Confeſſion loſe any 
of its credit by a publick debate, a Committee was ap- 
pointed privately to converſe with me. I can't avoid 
acquiting that ſelect Body of having any ſuch unwor- 
thy Views. Their treatment of me, which was ſuch 


as became Gentlemen and Miniſttes, gave me reaſon to 
believe they had not. Nor did J clearly ſee the Mana- 
gers deſigns, until they afterwards betrayed the ſecret, 


by refuſing to acquieſce in that part of the Committee's 
report which did not make for their purpoſe. 
WHEN the Committee met, the following Decla- 


© rations of my Sentiments concerning thoſe Dectrines, 
to which my Scruples referr'd, were drawn up by me. 
„ Magittrates ought to be inveſted with a power to 


« ſuppreſs Blaſphemies, and Errors ſubverſive of the 


rights of religious and civil Societies. 
„ Chriſtians are only to hope for eternal happineſs up- 
on the Golpel terms, which are Faith in Chriſt, Re- 
„ pentance, and obedience to bis Laws. At the lame 
* time,” I know not but God may fave ſome who are 
© not within the Chrittian Church, ina way beſt known 
to himſelf. 

“Regeneration is abſolutely neceſſary to our pleaſi ing 
© God, fo as to obtain eternal Happineſs. 


C 4 Synods 


. 
4 ” - _ - rr SY — „ — — * -— . — * — . 
: - Wy — 4 - 3 af 2 — 5 
1 Ne = D5IJ : — — — r — W 
. Yo <a NN — 5 c Eo »- Va 7 — — 4 . * 8 


Om 


-_ 


> * * . 2 "ye 8. * F — T 7 * = i * 
5 — — = r be ES > 3 
o r 


. By * — — — ay; 


aa K A A 
ye = "Ir Wm p 


2 — nn 
9 r : - N — _ A 


— 
Ws 


7 


16 3 
“ Synods and Councils have a right to give their o- 
pinions concerning, controverſies of Faith, and caſes 
of Conſcience : At the ſame time, their opinions are 
not binding upon the Conſciences of others, other- 


[44 
cc 


« wile than as they are agreeable to the Word of God. 


am allo ſatis fied that a regard is due to the Miniſtry, 
& as it is an ordinance of Chriſt.” 


To the firſt of theſe it wasobjected by a Member of the 


Committee, that inſtead of (ow ct it ſhou'd be (ARE) 
by which he intended to ſignify, as he explain'd himſelf, 


15 Magiſtrates derive thier power immediately from 


God. Jo this it was anſwered, That tho' it is a- 


& greeable to the will of God that there ſhou'd be Ma- 
&« giſtrates, yet their power they receive immediately 
ce from the People.” To the latter part of the ſame 


Declaration, the ſame Member objected, “ That by it, 


“ Magiſtrates are only empowered to protect men in 


« proteſting according to their private opinions, where- 


© as his power in Religion extends farther.” To this I 
reply'd, “ It Mens religious opinions are not deſtruc- 


« tive of the rights of Chriſtian or Civil ſocieties, they 


e do not come under the Magiſtrates Cognizance.” 
It was then further ask'd, “How this Declaration was 


« conſiſtent with the firſt Reaſon advanced in ſupport 


« of my firſt ſcruple.” To which I anſwer'd; * am 


e not fo attached to any of my Reaſons, as not to be 


„ willing to give it up, If] find it inſufficient.” There 


does not however, upon mature conſideration, appear 


to be any ſuch inconſiſtency, as was inſinuated, 
Ir the Magiſtrate ſecure to me my civil Rights, which 


include, in the notion of them, my natural ones alſo; 


. ny fee how my religious Rights can be taken from 
No man can hinder me to judge for my ſelf; nor 
is ve any other way of preventing my profeſſing ac- 


cording Lo my judgement, than by depriving me of my | 
Property, my civil Liberty, or offering me Violence. 


If then the Magiſtrate ſecure theſe Rights to me, which, 
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as a member of Civil Society, I am entitled to, my re- 


ligious ones I enjoy of courſe! To the other Declarations 
there was not, that I remember, any objection made. 


IrHINE it neceſſary here to obſerve, that the above F 


_ Declarations, which ſeem'd to give general Satisfaction 


in the Confeſſion to which they referr, or are contrary 


to them. 
gives him a right only to ſuppreſs Blaſphemy, and what- 
ever is ſubverſive of the rights of Chriſtian and Civil 
Societies. Whereas the Confeſſion empowers him to 
puniſh Men for publiſhing any opinion (of how little 
conſequence ſoever it may be) which is contrary to the 
Light of Nature, or the known Principles of Chriſtia- 
nity. The ſecond is directly contrary to the Doctrine, 
as it ſtands in the Confeſſion, to which it refers. It 
ovens a poſſibility of the Salvation of ſome Heathens : 
whereas the Confeſſion abſolutely damns them all. This 
will clearly appear by comparing the ſcrupled Article, 
Chap. 16. Par. 4. with Chap. 8. Par. 8. and Chap. 10. 
Par. 
nor profeſſing, &c. In the ſecond that to ALL thoſe 
for whom Chriſt has purchaſed Redemption he doth re- 
veal in and by the Word the myſteries of Salvation. The 
third cited place, puts this matter beyond diſpute. It 
aſſerts that ALL thoſe whom God hath predeſtinated unto 
Life — he is pleaſed to call by his Word. But the 
greateſt part of the Heathen world has not been called 
by the WorD; therefore none ſuch, according to the 
Confeſſion, are predeſtinated unto Life, and conſequent- 
ly they muſt be damned. In the third declaration, I 
have ſaid that Regeneration (that is, as I underſtand it, 
; a renovation of heart and Life, from former Sin and cor- 
ruption) is abſolutely neceſſary to our pleaſing God, ſo 


I. 


to the Committee, either don't come up to the doctrines, [ 
| 
' 


The firſt, concerning the Magiſtrates power, 


In the firſt of theſe it is affirmed that men 


+ See Page 9. 
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trines ſcrupled as they ſtood in the Confeſſion. 
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as to obtain eternal happineſs: But it does not frem 
thence follow, that unregenerate men, as the Confeſſion 


aſſerts, cannot do one action in their whole Lives pleaſ- 
ing to God, or that all their actions are ſinful, and that 
yet their neglecting ſome ſuch actions is more ſinful, than 
their doing them. As to the fourth, I wou d be ſatisfi- 


ed to paſs it, if the meaning of determining Controver- 


ſies of Faith, and Caſes of Conſcience, be no more than 
giving opinions about them, when ſuch opinions are not 
binding upon other mens Conſciences, otherwiſe than 


as they are agreeable to the Word of Gop ; eſpecially 


ſeeing every man mult be allowed, in matters of a reli- 
gious nature, to judge what is agreeable to the Word 
of Gop, and what is not. But I have reaſon to believe 


rhat more was intended by the Compilers, ſince their 
decrees muſt be received with Reverence and Submiſſion, 


becauſe of the power whereby they are made, as well as 
on account of their agreement with the Word; and 
alſo becauſe by the Text, * adduced in ſupport of that 
Article, it appears that the Confeſſion gives the fame 
power of binding and looſing to Synods and Councils, 
which our Lord thought proper to give to his inſpired 
Apoltles. I ſhould not have given myſelf the trouble 


\ thus ro ſhow, how far the Declarations of my ſenti- 


ments, drawn up in the Committee, differ from the Con- 


feſſion, had it not been repreſented, and induſtriouſly 
publiſhed, as an inſtance of my diſingenuity, that J was 


ready to comply with any thing propoſed by them, 
and that I acknowledged my Satisfaction with the Doc- 


Tur next morning the Synod was acquainted with 
the Satisfaction the Committee had received from me, 


and my Declarations were publickly read. Upon 


n 


* Matth. xviti, 18, 


which ; 
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n Which it was propoſed, to bring the matter to a conclu- 
n ſion, that Judgment ſhou'd be given concerning them. 1 
Here the Synod found themſelves pinched, Had they | 


it | approved the declarations, they wou'd thereby have giv- 


n en up part of the Confeſſion, which they ſeem'd feſolv- 
i- ed to retain at any Rate; and by rejecting them as un- 
* ſatisfactory, they would have contradicted the Judge- 


ment of their Select Committee, by whom they were 
Tt generally approved, and allo have laid themſelves under 
n a neceſſity of entering into a debate upon the Scrupled 
7  Doctrines. To extricate themſelves out of theſe cir- 


i- © _ cumſtances, they hit upon a lucky expedient; which 
d © was, to withhold their Judgment until I ſhou'd firſt be 
e brought into an Inquiſition, and examined upon what 


ir had no connexion with the point under their conſidera- 
„ tion, and conſequently did not lye before them. This 
as inquiſitory diſcipline they introduced by asking me, whe- 
d © ther was willing to ſubſcribe the remaining part of the 
ix © . Confeſſion not ſcrupled? My anſwer to which was in 
e the following manner. SER ns oh ot 
5s, © ©. By thequeſtion now asked it appears my Sincerity 
d A is ſuſpected by the Synod. They muſt ſuppoſe, other- 
le -£. wiſe their queſtion was unneceſſary, that I will hereaf- 
Ee ter ſubſcribe the remaining part of tl Confeſſion, not- 
= _ +. withſtanding ſome concealed Scruples againſt it. I 
y © haye already fatisfied the Committee upon that head, 
s “ andam {till of the ſame opinion: and the Synod; need 
„ not entertain any fears of being impoſed upon; I will | 
- = -. {ubſcribe nothing but truth. It this don't afford Satis- 
faction, I have no more to give. Terk. 
=, Ir muſt be owned ſome of them did diſclaim all Suſ- 
h picion of Inſincerity in me. I could not help however 
„ concluding from their Conduct, that ſome Suſpicions 
n were entertain'd, if actions are allowed to be the ſtrong- 
e .ſt indications ot mens real ſentiments. Upon receiving 
the above anſwer, the Synod was again warmly preſſed 
to give their Judgment, by ſome of their ns 
5 | I Wno 
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who alledged that my Scruples only were referred to them 
theſe alone lay immediately before them, and therefore 
whatever related to them they ought to determine be- 
fore any new demands could with Juſtice be made up- 
on me. To which let it be added, that it would be 
thought highly unreaſonable in any Civil Judicature to 
refuſe to acquit or condemn a perſon, accuſed of a crime, 
until he ſhould firſt clear himſelf of a ſecond, with which | 
he was never charged. And yet ſuch was the conduct 
of the Synod towards me. Notwithſtanding the warm- Z 
eſt entreaties of many Members (who alledged it would 
be highly diſhonourable to the Synod, upon any Pre- 
rence whatever, to depart from their proper and imme- 
diate buſineſs) they would determine nothing, until I 
 wou'd firſt ſatisfy them upon a point which did not lye 
before them, and which they had no reaſon to be diſſa- 


tisfyed with me about. | 


WuHen reaſoning made no impreſſion, there was no 
other method left of bringing the matter to a concluſion, 
but to determine it by a vote, The following was pro- 
poſed as the State of it.“ Shall the Synod give their 
Judgment concerning Mr. Aprichard's Declarations, 
“e and he afterwards ſatisfy them as to his willingneſs to 
& ſubſcribe that part of the Confeſſion not ſcrupled ; or 
„ not?” This ſtate of the vote was objected againſt, and 
the following one propoſed. -< Shall Mr. Aprichard © 
& firſt ſatisfy the Synod as to his willingneſs to ſubſcribe 
c that part of the Confeſſion not ſcrupled, and the Sy- 

nod afterwards give their Judgment concerning his 

& Declarations; or not?” To determine whether the 

& firſt or ſecond of theſe ſhou'd be the ſtate of the vote, 
a previous one was put, iz.” ſhall the firſt or ſecond 
be the ſtate of the vote? Ir carried, by the High par- 
ty and the body of the Elders in favour of the ſecond, | 
tho' there was a Majority of Miniſters for the firſt, as 
can be made appear by men of undoubted Credit, who 
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be- are marked the Voices. Againſt this vote the un- 


dernamed Minilters proteſted, vu. the 
Reverend Meſſieurs 


THOMAS MAcLAINE. 
NEHEMIA DoNar.psoN, 
David Harvey, 
' WiLLIaM AMBRosE, 
WELSH. 
Jon Mc. CoN NEIL. 


GEORGE CHERRY. 
JohN MENAGE. 


Joun MAXwWELL. 
James Moopy. 
ALEXANDER Mc.Coms, 


I Trovcur it proper, particularly to mention ſuch 
of the Proteſters names, as I could remember; becauſe 
many of them are not entered into the Synod's Records; 
tho' that omiſſion was complained of, in the ſederunt 
after the Proteſt was entered; and aſſurance then given 
that they ſnould. 
The reaſons of their Proteſtation are. 
„BERcausk Mr. William Boyd's looking * 
* the two States of the vote were put, and ſaying, 
This is our State of the vote, had a tendency to influence 
ſome of the Members. 
209, Becavst the firſt ſtate of the vote was carried 
by a conſiderable Majority of Miniſters, who muſt be 
ſuppoſed to be better qualified than the other Members 
to judge in ſuch matters. 
30, Becavse Mr. Aprichard having, in compliance 
with the appointment of the Synod, declared his ſenſe 
of thoſe doctrines, to which his Scruples refer, had a 


* 


＋ As if he had ſaid, my Brethren, I'm ſenſible many of you are 
not capable to determine, which State of the Vote is moſt reaſon- 
able. At the ſame time, I doubt not but you are very well diſ- 
poſed implicitly to follow me and my Party. I therefore think it 
proper to let you know, that the ſecond is the true, orthodox, and 
our State of the Vote. 


right 


(24 * | 
right to know whether that ſenſe gave latisfaction to the 
Synod, before any other demands could of right be 
made. 

40, BECAusE chat great numbers both of Miniſters 
and others waited to know whether the Synod would 
accept of Mr. Aprichard's Declarations as ſatisfactory, or 
if they would pin him down to the letter of the Con- 
feſſion. 

, Becavse Intrants, if that aicthod had beet come 

into; which we reaſoned for, would have known what 
treatment they might expect, and a good deal of future 
trouble to the Synod, in affairs of this nature would be 
prevented. 
* 6h, Becavss by the conduct of the Synod the moſt 
effectual diſcouragement is given to all free Inquiry into 
matters of a religious nature, and Candidates for the Mi- 
niſtry, are laid under the ſtrongeſt kenny, ora to Hy- 
pocriſy and diſſimulation. | 

7ly, Becavse the Synod has gone beyond the rigour 


of the Act made in 17257, which enjoins nothing more, 


than that the Scruples propos'd be laid before en in 
order to their being conſidered by tge. 
LASTLY, becauſe a tedious and labour'd anſwer to Mr. 
Aprichard's Reaſons for his Scruples, ſtuff d with ill na- 
tured Inſinuations, was read, with a view, as appeared 
to us, to prejudice the Audience againſt him; and tho' 
he ear neſtly deſired to have the peruſal of that Paper for 
twelve hours, or if that would not be granted, that it 
might be read Paragraph by Paragraph, that he might 
have an opportunity to make an off hand reply; yet 
neither of theſe Requeſts were granted. | 
Tus Gentlemen, above named, having offer'd theſe 
Reaſons of Proteſtation againſt the vote paſs'd ; the Sy- 


nod was again apply'd to, to review their conduck; not 


to proceed upon the meaſures propos d, to make no con- 
ſideration, foreign to their proper buſinels a pretence of 


departing from it. 1c was all in vain, They had alrea- £1 


dy 
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dy ſucceeded well in voting, and they were reſoly' d to 


try it again. The Elders, moſt of them, were their . 
faithful friends; and they did not doubt of being ſup- 


ported by them. The ſecond ſtate of the Vote, al- 
ready mention'd, was put; viz. “ Shall Mr. Aprichard 
ce firſt ſatisfy the Synod as to his willingneſs to ſubſcribe 
ce that part of the Confeſſion not ſcrupled, and the Sy- 


nod afterwards give their Judgment concerning his 


&« Declarations ; or not.” It carried in the affirmative, A- 
gainſt this Vote, alſo the ſame number of Miniſters, 


one of which was the Reyd. Mr. Pat. Pluntet, pro- 


teſt ed. Their Reaſons are. 
1/7, Becauſe from the Temper of the Synod and 


the treatment given to Mr. Aprichard, he had no rea- 


ſon to expect, that if he had declared his aſſent to the 
remaining Articles of the Weſtminſter Confeſſion, a- 
gainſt which no ſcruples were offered, that the Synod 
would have been ſatisfied with him. 

2%. BEcausE Mr. William Boyd, who was ſup- 
ported by a ſtrong, that is a numerous Party i in the Sy- 


nod, alledged, that the Reaſons offered by Mr, Aprich- 


ard in ſupport of his Scruples contained more corrupt 
Doctrines than the Scruples themſelves. And when 


be was called upon, by Mr. Aprichard, to point out 


ſuch corrupt Doctrines, he declined to do it; by which 
it appeared, that neither he nor any of his Party, had 


any intention to remove his Scruples, in a chriſtian and 


reaſonable way, but rather to enflame the Audience a- 


gainſt him. 


Trxse Reaſons being allo offer'd to the 8) nod, I 
was then asked, whether I was willing ro ſubſe: ribe the 


remaining part of the Confeſſion? my Anſwer was in 
the following manner. © The treatment I have receiv- 


ed from this Synod, gives them no reaſon to expect 


further Satisfaction from me. Not to Mention the 


& many ill natured inſinuations made, and opprobrious 
names given me, by ſome of your Members; you 
” have 
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have declined letting me know whether my Scru- 
ples, and the Declarations of my Sentiments concern- 
ing the Doctrines to which they refer, have, in your 


C 
c 


oo 


& Judgment, any rational foundation, or nor. 


This I 
am perſuaded is not giving me ſuch treatment as I 


« have a right to expect from you. As you are Men 


c you owe me your good offices, the beſt informati- 


% on you are capable of giving me; as you are Chriſti- 


“ an Miniſters you are more indiſpenſibly oblig'd to 


&« this; and as I am under your care the obligation lies 


** {till ſtronger upon you: by your Conduct it appears 


« you think me unworthy even the common offices 
« of humanity. What ground then have you to expect 


any further complyances from me? However before 


&« I return a direct anſwer to your Queſtion, I beg 


& leave to take notice of ſome things contained in the 


« Paper which was yeſterday read. I ſhall not now 


ce enter farther into the merits of the Cauſe,” (the rea» | 


fon was I. could not retain any confiderable part of that 


«© my Scruples. 


« Firsr he repreſents me as maintaining the Doctrine 


long Paper) © than is neceſſary to vindicate me from 
<« the. impuration of ſome very obnoxious Principles, 
% which the Author of it infers from the Reaſons of 


ce of paſſrve Obedience, and Nonreſiſtance. I have aſſert- 


ed, in one of the Reaſons of my ſcruples, that tem- 


<« poral puniſhments inflicted by the Civil Magiſtrate, 


< are not proper to enforce the Laws of Chriſt's Spi- 
& ritual kingdom; thence he infers, that if any man 
& ſhould offer me violence, which violence is a tranſ- 


& greſſion of one of Chriſt's Laws, I have not accord- 


ing to my Principles a right to reſiſt him, or to ap- 


ce ply to the Magiſtrate for redreſs. The concluſion 


& it is evident, does not follow from the premiſes, He 


* who offers me violence, invades my natural right to 
e {cif-preſervation 3 and I am as much at liberty to op- 


* pole ſuch an Invader, as if he attempted. 


to take 


* from 
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cc from me any part of my property: but giving ſuch 


ea perſon oppoſition, is manifeſtly different from at- 
c tempting to propagate Religion by Force, which I 


ce alledged the Magiſtrate had no right to do.“ For 


= the illuſtration of this Hint, I now take leave to add, 


that when I, or the Magiſtrate at my requeſt reſtrains 


a man, who offers me a perſonal injury, he is to be 
conſidered as doing fo, not to engage my Enemy to 
obſerve any of Chriſt's Laws as ſuch, but the civil Laws 


2 of the Society by which my ſafety is ſecured. It is true 


the injurious perſon, by the reſtraint he is laid under, is 
prevented taking away my Life; but can he for that 


| | reaſon be ſaid to obſerve Chriſt's Law, which ſays, thou 
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ſhalt not kill? no; no more than he can be called an 


honeſt man, who does not deprive me of my property, 
becauſe he can't do it. What may put this matter I 
think beyond diſpute, is this; that the Magiſtrate does 
not, to be inform'd in his duty as a Magiſtrate, apply 
to the New Teſtament ; no, but to the Records of the 
Society's Laws, over which he is ſet. And theſe Laws 


he executes, without being ſuppos'd to conſider, whe- 


ther they are agreeable to the Laws of Chriſtianity, or 
not. That Gentelman's miſtake ſeems to have been oc- 
caſioned, by confounding a religious obedience of Chriſt's 
Laws, with a ſeeming obſervance of them; when in 
reality it is only the obſervance of a human Law, made 
in the ſame Caſe. That Force which is uſed to ſecure 
the rights of Civil Society, may, in ſome Caſes, pro- 
duce ſuch a ſeeming obedience ; bur ſurely this is not 
properly obſerving Chriſt's Laws, nor are the Intereſts 
of his ſpiritual kingdom thereby promoted. Every one 
knows, that that obedience only is acceptable to him, 
or to ſpeak more properly, that that only 1s Obedience 
which is voluntary, and proceeds from religious prin- 
Ciples. But where external force is applied, Liberty is 
taken away, and conſequently Religion allo. So that 
in truth it is impoſſible to enforce ths obſervance of 
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Chriſt's Laws, by temporal puniſhments inflicted by the 


Civil Magiſtrate 3 and therefore they are improperly 


uſed for that purpoſe, Hence it appears, that reſiſting 


a perſon who invades our civil rights, and attempting to 
propagate Religion by Force, are very different things, have 
different views and tendencies; and conſequently the one 


may be approved, and the other conſiſtently condemned. 


ix would be no difficult matter to fix upon that Au- 
thor, and all who are of his principles, the abſurd and 


ſlaviſh doctrine of paſſive obedience and nonreſiſtance, with 


which he has charged me. If it be the Magiſtrates du- 
ty, as he affirms, to uſe force in matters of Religi- 


on; It muſt be the Subjects duty, to yield either ac- 


tive or paſſive obedience; that is either to obey out 
of choice, or to ſuffer without Reſiſtance, even when 
ſuch force is unjuſtly applied. If to this it be objec- 
ted, that he is only to exerciſe his authority in promot- 


ing Truth and Right, I ask, who is to judge what is 
Truth and Right, and what is not? If the Magiſtrate 
is to judge, he muſt exerciſe his authority as oft as his 
judgment directs him; and it is the Subjects duty to 


ſubmit, tho? they are at the ſame time perſuaded he is 


impoſing Falſhood and Vice. But if the Subjects are 
to judge what is Truth and Right, and ought there- 


fore to be enforced by civil authority; then, either every 


particular perſon mult do ſo, and conſequently no man 


will approve of Force in matters of Religion, when he 


himſelf is to be affected by it; or the Society mult judge: 
but this is taking away that right which every particular 
perſon has, to judge for himſelf, and ſetting up Efta- | 

bliſhments without Toleration, Or* in other words, 


it is obliging ſuch. as diſſent from the Judgment of the 


Society, paſſively to ſubmit to the penalties, by which 


they empower their civil Magiſtrate to enforce their 
religious deciſions. So that upon any ſuppoſition which 


can be made, the Doctrine of paſſive Obedience and Non- 


re/eftance is the neceſlary conſequence of allowing the 
| Magi- 
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Magiſtrate a right to uſe force in matters of -a religious 
nature. It is moſt ſurprizing that neither that Author, 


nor others of his Sentiments, do underſtand the very 


Principle upon which they diſſent from the religious 
determinations of the eſtabliſned Society; which is, 
that they have a right to judge for themſelves in Religi- 
on, and ought not upon that account, to be diſtreſs'd 
by the Civil Magiſtrate. Bur . 
e 2h, He repreſents me as maintaining the Popiſh 
« doctrine of Merit, and Socianiſm. I have ſuppoſcd 


© that Gop is pleaſed with the real and ſincere endea- 


ce yours of his Creatures to know and do his Will, and 
& that no more than a proportionable improvement of 


ce the Talents with which they are entruſted, will be 


required of them. I therefore think, it is venturing 
ce too far to ſay that a Heathen who thus behaves may 
ce not thro? Jeſus Chriſt become the object of divine ap- 
& probation, Hence he infers, that I ſuppoſe ſuch 


& may be ſaved by the merit of their own Obedience, 


6 This Concluſion is juſt as natural as the former. To 
&« aſcribe Salvation to Merit, is to ſay, that men are 


„ ſaved by virtue of their Obedience alone, without 
* any regard to Chriſt, But have I ſaid any thing like 


© this? Have I not expreſly ſaid that we ſhou'd not 


ce venture to affirm that the ſincere endeavours of Hea- 
e thens are not acceptable to God thro' Chriſt ? And 
« is this aſcribing their Salvation to Merit? But becauſe 


4“ ſuppoled the poſſibility of their Salvation hre 
&«& Chriſt, he wou'd deny me the advantage of this, by 
cc alledging I intended the Phraſe (thro' Chriſt) in the 
& Socinian Senſe; which is this, that Chriſt's example 


& and Doctrine have a tendency to promote the ſalva- 


« tion of men, and his Death, only ſo far, as it is an 


& evidence of the Truth of his Doctrine. But how is 


“ it poſſible he can think, I look upon the Example 


ce and Doctrine of Chriſt, to be of uſe to men, who 
never had the means of knowing any thing about 
« either of them? But, * 2,1 


* 
In 


Þ ® An | 
« 3), I AM charged with Quakeriſm. T have ſaid 
« we are endowed with a Moral Principle, which di- 


e rects us to the performance of ſome good Actions; 
cc thence he infers I muſt be a Quaker, I ſpeak of a 


„ Light within. But does not the Apoſtle ſpeak 
&« as ſtrongly concerning a Moral Principle, or Light 
c within, when he ſays, the Gentiles which have not the 
% Law do by nature the things contained in the Law,— 


ec which ſhew the work of the Law written in their hearts; 
ce their Conſc:ences alſo bearing witneſs, and their thoughts 


& the mean while accuſing or elſe excuſing one another. And 
<6 1s he not equally liable with me to ke imputation 
“of Quakeriſm? If then the Apoſtle was a Quaker, 
& I am fati>ficd to be called one allo.” “ 

A 4th thing, which I could not avoid taking notice 
of, it was ſo very remarkable, was this; to prove that 


Unregenerate men, according to the doctrine of the 


Confeſſion, can't do one action pleaſing to Gop; he 


inſtanced in the Voungman in the Goſpel, as he is call'd, 
Had he ſearched the New Teftament he could not have 


found an Inſtance, which, as he applied it, lies ſtronger 


againſt the Doctrine it was brought to ſupport. He was 
_ obliged to own that the Youngman had ſome good | 


qualities, yet becauſe he wanted ſome others he was re- 
jected by our Saviour; whence he inferr'd he could not 


do one good action. But may not a man who has not all 


good qualities, or is not poſleſs'd of them in the higheſt 
degree, do ſome good actions? Was not this the very 
Cale of the perſon now referr'd to? When he had de- 
clared to our Saviour his ſtrict obſervance of the Moral 
Law; it is ſaid,“ that Jeſus beholding him loved him, 
Bur can it be ſuppoſed he could love a man who had ne- 
ver performed one good action? If the Voungman's don- 


duct was ſuch as he repreſented ir to our Saviour, he 
then certainly did ſome good action; bur if it was not 


f Rom. il. 14, 15. * Mark x. 21, 


his 
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his hypocriſy -would have rendred him, not the object 


of Chriſt's Love, but of his diſpleaſure. In order to ren- 


der this Remark the clearer I have taken leave to expreſs 


it more fully, than it was at firſt delivered. 

Laſfily, the Author of the Paper alledged, that the 
greateſt Heathen Philoſophers deny'd the neceſſity of 
Prayer, Whether he intended thereby to inſinuate, that 


T allo was of the ſame opinion, I know not: I thought it 
however proper to take notice of it in the following man- 
ner. That Gentleman ſeemsnotto beſufficiently acquaint- 


ce ed with the Principles of the greateſt Heathen Philo- 


„ ſophers, to determine any thing about them. Many 
2 © of them, particularly Plato, Socrates, Cicero, and o- 
« thers alſo were convinced of the Importance of Pray: 


« er. Plato has a Diſſertation, called his Second Alcibi- 


* © ages, in which this duty is recommended, and the 
2 ce manner of performing i 1c pointed out to us. Socrates by 
1 practiſing 1 ir, has diſcovered his ſenſe of the neceſſity of 
« it. Cicero, who ſays, Nemo unquam magnus vir, ſine 


divino aflatu fuit, chat is, that no man ever became 


| © truly great without divine aſſiſtance, ſeems to have 
c been of the ſame mind. For if he was perſuaded that 
„ ſuch Aſſiſtance was neceſſary ; it is to be preſumed, 
he thought it reaſonable, that men ſhould addreſs, God 


(e. for it.” theſe were ſuch Inſtances as then occurred to 


me; but others ſtronger than ſome of them might be 
ad duced. 

I Trovcnr myſelf obliged, for the vindication of 
my Character, to take notice of theſe Paſſages of the Pa- 
per, already mentioned, in the Synod 3 where it was 
read. And I now offer them to the Publick, that by 
this Specimen of the Author's reaſoning, which is of a 
| piece with the reſt of that performance, they may judge 
what ground the Synod had to believe, that any Man 
of common ſenſe wou'd be convinced by it. To the Re- 


marks which were made, this only was objected by the 


Member who read the Faber that he had not n 
that 
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that the greateſt Heathen Philoſophers, deny'd the ne- 
ceſſity of Prayer. With what Countenance he could 


aſſert this, I know not; after having aſſigned this as the 


reaſon of their looking upon the duty mentioned to be 


_ unneceſſary, that they thought themſelves ſufficient for vir- 


tue. It he apprehends I have any where miſrepreſented 
him, the moſt effectual way he can take to undeceive 


the world, is to publiſh his Paper, If he thinks proper 
to do fo, he ſhould allow it to appear as it was, when, 
read in the Synod. It then ſeem'd to be confidered as a 
ſufficient defence of the Confeſſion by the High Party; 
under whoſe protection it may venture to come forth. 


So excellent a defence, with a ſeaſonable Warning by 


way of Appendix, may be of great ſervice to the Cauſe 


of Orthodoxy. A 


+ 


ro ſpeak, but being ſeaſonably interrupted by a Friend, 
he fat down again, and did not think proper to gratify 


me with an anſwer, tho'I waited ſome time for it. I then 
told the Synod, I did not think myſelf obliged to give 
them farther Satisfaction than they had already received; 


and therefore deſired they might proceed. For this part 
of my Conduct I offer the following reaſons. 
1/}. Tuo' I am always ready to fatisfy any diſintereſt- 


ed and well diſpoſed Perſon, who, in a friendly man- 


ner, asks my opinion of any of rhe chriſtian Doctrines; 
yer I don't think myſelf obliged to gratify the demands 
of thoſe, who are ſo attached to Party Intereſts and 
Schemes, that they will acquieſce in no reaſonable Sa- 


tis faction, which a Perſon of different Sentiments can 


give. And ſuch the Synod appear'd to me. Their 
Committee had, before, informed themſelves, concern- 
ing my willingneſs to ſubſcribe that part of the Confeſſi- 
on not ſcrupled, and largely reported to them their ſa- 

b . tisfaction 


Having offered to the Synod my Remarks upon the 

Paper, I took leave to requeſt that a Member who had 
affirmed I maintain'd corrupt Principles would conde- 
ſcend to point them out to me. That Member offered 


ar; e 4 Oaks tans vos A dt 


a. e4o@ . a. D 1 * 


Fwy 


— 


e 


R 


0 2 = 


done by men, who 


flag 12 7 Fe 33, ] oath 1{) - 


ciafaRtion with me upon that Head... But tho! 18 ma: 

e veracity no body, except. ſome of 
the Synod, would have called in queſtion; yet their 
Report was not depended upon. What Reaſon, then, 
had I to believe, that a categorical anſwer from me, 
who ſtood not ſo fair in their opinion, would anſwer 
any valuable End? If the Synod was determined not 
to acquieſce in:their Committee's Reports why did they 


appoint them to receive ſatis faction ff rom me? And if 
they were reſolved to reſt i in that; 3 why did they again 5 


apply to me? 


29, Wu thould the Synod have diſcovered ſo much 


uneaſineſs, concerning my ſubſcribing the remaining 
>art of the Confeſſion not ſcrupled; 1 had before ſub- 
cribed without offering any Seruples; z and they knew 

T'muſt again ſubſcribe, before Ordination. Should they 


not, therefore, have come to ſome reſolution, concern- 
ing my Declarations, and referred the reſt to the Pres- 


bytery, Who would, no doubt, take care that Iſhould 


come up to their terms, before they would ordain me. 


If they were diſſatisfied with my Declarations, a regard 


o truth ſhould have engaged them publickly to exprels 


their Diſapprobation, with the reaſons of it; by which 


means, my Scruples might perhaps have been removed. 


And if they approved them, the fame Motive ſhould have 


dctermined them to let it be known. By their refuſing 
to give any Judgment upon them, it appear'd they had 


no Intention to remove my Scruplee, or to give me any 
information; and conſequentlyr n no iright to further Sa- 
Tisfaction from me. 

30, I pour not but zer may Eag hers fi incere 
Raduirers after truth, , who have, perhaps, the ſame 
Scruples which I Dave, againſt ſubleribing the Confeſſi- 
on. That ſuch men might know, whether they wele 
to expect any Indulgence upon making their Scruples 
known, it was neceſſary I ſhou'd refule anſwering the 


E g Synod's 
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Synod's Queſtion, until they came to a final determina- 
tion about mine; becauſe, it clearly appear'd; by their 
reſerving their Judgment, that if J had firſt told them 
I was Willing to ſubſcribe the remaining part of the 
Confeſſion, they would then have rejected my Declara» 


tions as unſatisfactory, without determining any thing 
concerning the confeſſio 9 


Laftly, I was credibly informed, that inſtead of havng 
any Diſpoſition to bring matters to a friendly Iſſue, they 
were reſolved, without giving themſelves the trouble of 


further reaſoning with me, to bring me to a renumcia- 


tion of all my Scruples, that they might have an op- 


portunity of expoſing me effectually in their ſeveral 
Congregations, of diſcouraging ſuch mighty preſumpti- 


on in young men for the future; and of adding thereby 
a new ſupport of ſynodical Authority, But to return. 


Arn the Synod had received my final Anſwer, the 


Reaſons of Proteſtation, already inſerted, were drawn 


up in writing, and publickly read. To the laſt of theſe 


Mr, William Boyd objected; alledging he had not de- 


clined to point out thoſe corrupt Principles, he had af- 
firmed, I maintained. I then conceived new hopes of 
having my Scruples, with the Reaſons of them more 


throughly examined. In order to which, I made it 
my Requeſt that Mr. Boyd would, then, let me know 


what thoſe Principles were which he referr'd to. Bur 
tho' he took upon him, without asking the Synod's 
leave, to affirm I maintain'd ſuch; yet, without theit 


order, he would not dare to let me know what they 
were: becauſe he knew his Party, for an obvious rea- 


© 


ſon, would not deſire him. However it was propoſed | 
that Mr. Boyd ſhould let me have his thoughts by a | 
private letter. To this it was reply'd, That would not 
anſwer the End. The charge was advanced pub- 
& lickly; let him make it good in as publick a manner, 
« or let him write from the Prels, and he may ex- 
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. pe& an, anſwer, not otherwiſe.” But as he had in 


. 4 


open Synod repreſented me as a man of bad Principles, 

it was inſiſted on that the proper place to make good his 

, | Charge, was in the Synod; becauſe the Audience, which 

was, no doubt, prejudiced againſt me by his unſupport- 

' | ed Allegations, would not otherwiſe have ſo good an 

x | opportunity, of judging, whether there was any foun- 
dation for them, or not. When no anſwer was made 

F | to this, it was obſerved; that there was no ground to | 
> | fear chat the Audience would go away prejudiced. They 


had too much Candor and good Senſe not to ſee by that 0 
time that he had nothing to ſay; becauſe if he had, he $i 
would never have ſtood ſuch. teazing. This Remark 1 
gave me reaſon to hope, it would have the deſired effect, 
when I ſaw the Gentleman once more ſtand up, to ſup- 
port his Charge; but being gently forbid by one of his 
Party, he fat down, and I was diſappointed. Behold 
how the Prime Manager for the High Party avoided e- 
very thing, that might lead him to ſpeak to the Merits 
of the Cauſe ; notwithſtanding he had, a day or two be- 
fore, engaged BY THE GRACE OF GOD, to 
defend the Confeſſion. And thus, to uſe the words of 
a modern Writer, Did he walk up twice to the 
As Point, and for no reaſon that I can ſec, but to ſhew 
his Baſlifulneſs, and twice to run away from it,” 
_ When the Synod could not be prevailed upon to 
determine any thing concerning my Scruples, they were 
asked whether I ſhou'd be continued a Probationer in 
the Presbytery of Armagh as formerly. Herein they 
acted as they had done before, they would determine 
nothing. Becauſe many of their Members: were gone 
away, therefore they would not take upon them to come 
to any reſolution. upon an Affair which concerned the 
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Whole Church. To this it was anſwered, that in num- F 
ber they {till exceeded the Presbytery, to which they 9 
were reſolved to leave that matter; and therefore they i 

E 2 NT muſt if 
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11 
mult be ſuppoſed more capable to judge, if any ſtreſs is 


to be laid upon numbers! But they {till declined; for 
tho! they appeared full enough of Reſentment, they 
could not well reject © me for Principles concerning 
which they would Tere to pals no Judgment, 


Tui Conduct in this: was the more ſurprizing, be- 
cauſe the very ſame argument they made uſe of, againſt 


their giving Judgment in this affair, was urged, with 
much greater appearance of reaſon, by the Nonſubſcri- 
bers, in the year 1727, againſt the Synod's approving 
the Overture by which the'Scruples of Intrants were 
to be tinnſmitted to the Synod. - © The Subject, faid 
« they, was of great irhportance z and there remain'd | 
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little more than one third part of the Miniſters be- 
longing to the Synod, who ought not to take upon 
them ro explain the Senſe of their abſent Brethren, 


A 


TT 


Overture does, with ſevere Penalties affecting their 


« miniſtry.” Had this reaſoning any weight with the 
_ Synod then? Did the ſmallneſs of their number diſcou- 
rage them from paſſing an act, enforced with the rigor- 
ous Penalties of Suſpenſion and Depoſition? No; it 


ſcems they voted the Overture, few as they were. The 
argument againſt it, cou'd not be good when it came out 
of the mouth of a Nonſubſcriber; but was moſt convint- 


ing, when apphed by an Or chodox Subſcriber, to the caſe 
of my continuing, or not continuing, a Probationer in the 


Presbytery of Armagh. But was not the other, of vaſtly 


and toenforce their authoritative explications, as this 
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greater Conſequence? Did it not, much more, coneern 1 


the whole Church? Does it not affect all Presby teres | 
and Candidates in the General Synod ? With what/con- | 
ſiſtency then could they advance this reaſon for their 
conduct, when no regard was ſhewn to it, by the fame 
men, as I'm inform'd they were, ina Caſe where it was 


beyond all comparifon ſtronger? It was however the 
belt they could e and they v were reſolved not to 
| OY OTOL part 


8 

is part with it. By this time I had ſufficiently exporienced 
rte fruits of their Deliberations; and therefore thought 
y proper to withdraw my Subjectio . 

g II coul p not, in the feregoing N arrative, avoid, ſome- 

ä times aſcribing the treatment I received, to the Synod 
= in general. I would have it therefore obſerved, that 
ſt many Members of that Aſſembly, the greateſt part of 
h the Miniſters, as well as ſome Elders, appear'd diſſatiſ- 
i- 
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fied with it. I take this opportunity of acknowledg- 

ing their Candor, and Impartiality. A high Party a- 
Ee | mong the Miniſters, and the body of the judicious El- 
d ders, whoſe votings outweigh'd the reaſonings of their 
d | PBrethren, are entitled to all the honours, arifing from 
>- the Reſolutionsof the Synod. _ _ 
n | A «s you therefore, Gentlemen, have diſtinguiſhed your 
1, | elves by your extraordinary Zeal for the Confeſſion, it is 
is but fit you ſhould fatisfy the World, whether the Synod 
ir | in 1725, of which, many of you were Members, had 
ie | realy any deſign to indulge Intrants in refuſing aſſent ro 
i- | any one Doctrine of the Confeſſion. If they had not 
r= | any ſuch intention, where was the occaſion for ſuch an 
it | Act? What End can it ſerve but to expoſe Scruplers 
ze to popular Odium? Why was it determined thar: ©* if 
i | © any had Scruples about Doctrines, theſe ſhould. be 
= + tranſmitted to the ſeveral Presbyteries, that all might 


ſe | © have their deliberate thoughts of them againſt the time 
1e | © of the Synod's meeting, and an opportunity of judging 


ly | „ the Affair?“ If they did deſign to indulge in ſome 
29 Th why was not that deſign regularly purſued ? 

Why did you nor determine whether my Scruples, were 
i- | fuch as you would indulge, or not? Had I not a right 
ir according to one of your own Rules, to alter Phraſe, 
xe | + or Phraſes, in any part of the Confeſſion? Ought you 


as | not then to have told me, whether the Phraſes I made 
1e uſe of, to expreſs my Senſe of the Doctrines to which 
o | my Scruples' referr'd, deſerved your Approbation, or 


the glorious Reſult of ſix months conſideration. A 
Bur ſuppoſing I have maintained ſome opinions 


1 
not? You inſiſt upon it, that your Decrees are to be 
received with Reverence and Submiſſion, not only for 
their agreement with the Word, bur alfo for the Pow- 
er by which they are made. Shou'd you not then have 
ven me an opportunity of reverencing your Decrees ? 
Bu you have not thought proper to do ſo. 'The only 
Determination you would come to, was, that you would 
determine Nothing. Theſe were your deliberate thoughts ; 


which you did not think proper to indulge me in; what 


reaſon can you give the World, for refuſing to tell me 


ſo, and for treating me with Inſolence and Contempt; 


when I acted agreeably to your own Rules in making 
them known to you? And why ſhould I have been 
ſingled out? Did not your own Committee in general, 

exprels, in open Synod, their Satisfaction with my De- 


clarations ? And are not theſe Declarations evidently 


proved to be either contrary, or not to come up to the 


ſcrupled Doctrines in the Confeſſion? Nay have not 


ſome of your warmeſt Advocates, for Orthodoxy and 


Subſcription, allowed the Salvability of ſome Heathens ? 
And is it not manifeſt that ſuch, and particularly the 


Author of the Paper, either don't underſtand, or dif. 


believe that part of the Confeſſion by which it is abſo- 
lately denied? STINT 


Lr me then beſeech you to conſider theſe things, 


to review your Conduct, and to compare it with the 
Laws of that glorious Goſpel we all profeſs to believe. 
Have you diſcovered any of the temper and Spirit of it 
in your Behaviour towards me ? Any of that Forbearance 
and Charity which thinketh no Evil, and which is fo 


warmly recommended as the great End of the Goſpel ? 


Or have you acted as the Miniſters of Chriſt, whoſe Bu- 
ſineſs it is to propagate Truth, by all reaſonable and 
Chriſtian methods, and in meekneſs to inſtruct thoſe 


Who 
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who oppoſe themſelves? You cannot ſay you have. An 
undue Regard to Popularity, and to human power in 
the concernments of Religion, ſeems to have had too 
great an Influence upon your Deliberations. And to 
preſerve that power, and to keep the people in temper, 
not one Tittle of the Confeſſion muſt be given up; tho 
by your declining to reaſon upon the points in difference, 


it looks as if you were ſenſible, it was not capable of a 
Defence. | : 
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